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C/aim Rejeetiotis under 35 V.S.CL 102 

Claims 1-6 a« «i|ected under 35 UAC 102(b) as being 
anticipated by TeHta (4«68l|392). 

Applicant respectively traverses the rejections about the claims 1-6 
due to the following reasons. 

In regard to claim 1: 

Claim 1 calls for a compliant section 12 comprising at least one rib 
123 and a pair of beams 120,121. Each of the beams is longitudinal 
extending piece having two opposed ends connecting to the rib 123, 
While, the wing 24. which is roUed upwaid ftwn a flat flank 23 as 
described by Terita in column 4, line 8-10 and in FIGS. 1, 5-8, is discrete 
from the web 22 at two opposed ends 27 ofdie wing 24. Thus it appeals 
that Terita disclosed the pair of wings 24 other than the pair of beams as 
otherwise caUed for in claim 1. Claim 1 is patentable over the cited prior 
art and should be allowed. 



In regard to daims 2-6; 

Claims 2-6 should be allowable since they are dependent from claim 1, 
directly or indirectly. 

aaim 7-8 are rejected under 35 U&C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Terita. 

Applicant respectively traverses the rejections about claims 7-8 due to 
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the following reasons. 

In regard to claim 7; 

A stamped contact part for use within an electrical connector defined 
in claim 7 comprises a compliant s«^ti6^ 12 defining a longitudinal 
direction 126 and including a pair of slots 122 spaced by a rib 123 and 
extending along said longitudinal direction and througi. said compliant 
sections U in a thickness di«ction of saW compliant section 12 which 
is perpendicnlar to said longitudinal direction 126, each of said slots 122 
being located between said rib 123 and one corresponding outer arc-lAe 
beam 121 in a transverse direction which is perpendicular to both said 
longitudinal direction 126 and said thickness direction; wherein a 
dimension of said rib 123 along said thickness is larger than that of said 
arc-like beam 120»121 along said thickness direction. 

Terita discloses an epsilon-shaped cross-section compliant pin 20 for 
use within an electrical connector, comprising a rolled portion 29 defining a 
longitudinal direction. The rolled portion 29 includes a pair of slots 
extending along the longitudinal direction and spaced by a web 22. 
Anyhow, the slots are segled by a root portion of a curved wing 24 
extending fn»m the web 22 at one end in a thickness direction of the 
foUed portion 29 which b perpendicular to said longitudinal direction 
(FIGS. 1, 6-8), each of the slots being located between the web 22 and a 
curved wing 24 in a transverse direction which is perpendicular to both said 
longitudinal direction and said thickness direction. A dimension of the 
web 22 along said thickness is smaUer than that of the cnnred wings 24 
along the thickness direction (FIG S). 

It should be understood in claim 7 that the outer aro-like beams 
120,121 span the whole length of the slots 122 and the slots 122 extends 
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Z,S5L said compliant sectiorvs 12 in a thickness ^UrecUon of aid 
section 12 which is perpendicular to the longitudinal duection 
126 so there is no support along the length of the slots 122, which provides 
more compUance to the compliant sections 12. However, from what 
Terita disclosed at colunm 4. row 7-19 or FIG 1 . 5-8, it can be seen that the 
curved wings 24 extend from the central web 22 are supported by the web 
22 at the sealed end all along the length of the slots. It is clear that iht 
curved wings 24 ai« less flexible and unsymmetrical along Ae thickness 
direction of the rolled portion 29. so that a biased force would be applied to 
the compliant pin 20 when the roUed portion 29 is inserted into a through 
hole defined in a PCB. Based on die differences described above, 
applicant considers that the description and dmwings of Tferita do not teach 
one skUled in the art that the compUant section have a rib and a pair of 
arc-like beam with a pair of slot extending through the depth of the 
compliant section. 

Therefore, applicants now beUeve that clann 7 should be patentable 
over the cited prior art. 

In regard to claim 8: 

Claim 8 should be allowable since they are dependent from claim 7, 
indirectly. 

In r«gard to claims 9 and 10: 

Claim 9 defines the specific cross-section of the rib and that of the 
beam which are not shown in the cited references. Thus, clairoa 9 and 10 
are allowable. 

In view of the above claim amendments and remarks, die subject 
appUcation is believed to be in a condition for allowance and an action to 
such effect is earnestly solicited. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Hu, Snower 

Tasfi 7 of 8 



PAGE S/9' RCVD AT 811612005 12:45:29 PM [Eastern Daylight Time]' SVR:USPT0€FXRF-6I26* DNIS:2738300'CSID:4(I8 919 8353' DURATION (mm'SS):03-16 



flUG-16-2005 10:07 



FOXCONN 



40B 919 8353 P. 09 



Appl.Nsi. 1CV«16,713 

AmdL Dated Aug. \6, 2005 

Reply to Office Action of May 17. 2005 




Repstration No/l43,325 
Foxconn Intcmallonal, Inc, 
P O. Address: 1650 Mcmorex Drive, 
Santa Clara, CA 95050 
Tel No-: (408) 919-6137 



Pb26 8 of 8 



PAGE 9/9'KVDAT8/16/200512:45:29PM [Eastern Dayy^^^ 



L P. 09 



